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AN ADDRESS.

Gentlemen of the Philozetian Society:

I propose to submit to you a few thoughts on the subject of the Claims of the Negro, suggested by
ethnological science, or the natural history of man. But before entering upon that subject, I trust you
will allow me to make a remark or two, somewhat personal to myself. The relation between me and
this occasion may justify what, in others, might seem an offence against good taste.

This occasion is to me one of no ordinary interest, for many reasons; and the honor you have
done me, in selecting me as your speaker, is as grateful to my heart, as it is novel in the history of
American Collegiate or Literary Institutions. Surprised as I am, the public are no less surprised, at
the spirit of independence, and the moral courage displayed by the gentlemen at whose call I am
here. There is felt to be a principle in the matter, placing it far above egotism or personal vanity;
a principle which gives to this occasion a general, and I had almost said, an universal interest. I
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engage to-day, for the first time, in the exercises of any College Commencement. It is a new chapter
in my humble experience. The 4 usual course, at such times, I believe, is to call to the platform men
of age and distinction, eminent for eloquence, mental ability, and scholarly attainments — men
whose high culture, severe training, great experience, large observation, and peculiar aptitude for
teaching, qualify them to instruct even the already well instructed, and to impart a glow, a lustre, to
the acquirements of those who are passing from the Halls of learning, to the broad theatre of active
life. To no such high endeavor as this, is your humble speaker fitted; and it was with much distrust
and hesitation that he accepted the invitation, so kindly and perseveringly given, to occupy a portion
of your attention here to-day.

I express the hope, then, gentlemen, that this acknowledgment of the novelty of my position, and
my unaffected and honest confession of inaptitude, will awaken a sentiment of generous indulgence
towards the scattered thoughts I have been able to fling together, with a view to presenting them as
my humble contribution to these Commencement Exercises.

Interesting to me, personally, as this occasion is, it is still more interesting to you; especially to
such of you as have completed your education, and who (not wholly unlike the gallant ship,
newly launched, full rigged, and amply fitted, about to quit the placid waters of the harbor for the
boisterous waves of the sea,) are entering upon the active duties and measureless responsibilities
incident to the great voyage of life. Before such, the ocean of mind lies outspread more solemn than
the sea, studded with difficulties 5 and perils. Thoughts, theories, ideas, and systems, so various, and
so opposite, and leading to such diverse results, suggest the wisdom of the utmost precaution, and
the most careful survey, at the start. A false light, a defective chart, an imperfect compass, may cause
one to drift in endless bewilderment, or to be landed at last amid sharp, destructive rocks.

On the other hand, guided by wisdom, manned with troth, fidelity and industry, the haven of peace,
devoutly wished for by all, may be reached in safety by all. The compensation of the preacher is full,
when assured that his words have saved even one from error and from ruin. My joy shall be full, if,
on this occasion, I shall be able to give a right direction to any one mind, touching the question now
to be considered.

Gentlemen, in selecting the Claims of the Negro as the subject of my remarks to-day, I am animated
by a desire to bring before you a matter of living importance—matter upon which action, as well as
thought is required. The relation subsisting between the white and black people of this country is the
vital question of the age. In the solution of this question, the scholars of America will have to take an
important and controling part. This is the moral battle field to which their country and their God now
call them. In the eye of both, the neutral scholar is an ignoble man. Here, a man must be hot, or be
accounted cold, or, perchance, something worse than hot or cold. The lukewarm and the cowardly,
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will be rejected by earnest men on either side of the controversy. The cunning man who avoids it, to
gain the favor of both 6 parties, will be rewarded with scorn; and the timid man who shrinks from
it, for fear of offending either party, will be despised. To the lawyer, the preacher, the politician, and
to the man of letters, there is no neutral ground. He that is not for us, is against us. Gentlemen, I
assume at the start, that wherever else I may be required to speak with bated breath, here, at least,
I may speak with freedom the thought nearest my heart. This liberty is implied, by the call I have
received to be here; and yet I hope to present the subject so that no man can reasonable say, that an
outrage has been committed, or that I have abused. the privilege with which you have honored me.
I shall aim to discuss the claims of the negro, general and special, in a manner, though not scientific,
still sufficiently clear and definite to enable my hearers to form an intelligent judgment respecting
them.

The first general claim which may here be set up, respects the manhood of the negro. This is an
elementary claim, simple enough, but not without question. It is fiercely opposed. A respectable
public journal, published in Richmond, Va., bases its whole defence of the slave system upon a denial
of the negro's manhood.

“The white peasant is free, and if he is a man of will and intellect, can rise in the scale of society; or at
least his offspring may. He is not deprived by law of those ‘inalienable rights,’ ‘liberty and the pursuit
of happiness,’ by the use of it. But here is the essence of slavery — that we do declare the negro
destitute of these powers. We bind him by law to the condition of the laboring peasant for ever,
without his consent, and we bind his posterity after him. Now, the true question is, have we a right
to do this? If we have not, all discussions about his comfortable situation, and the actual condition of
free laborers elsewhere, are quite beside the point. If the negro has the same right to his liberty and
the pursuit 7 of his own happiness that the White man has, then we commit the greatest wrong and
robbery to hold him a slave — an act at which the sentiment of justice must revolt in every heart —
and negro slavery is an institution which that sentiment must sooner or later blot from the face of
the earth.”— Richmond Examiner.

After stating the question thus, the Examiner boldly asserts that the negro has no such right—
BECAUSE HE IS NOT A MAN!

There are three ways to answer this denial. One is by ridicule; a second is by denunciation; and a
third is by argument. I hardly know under which of these modes my answer to-day will fall. I feel
myself somewhat on trial; and that this is just the point where there is hesitation, if not serious
doubt. I cannot, however, argue; I must assert. To know whether negro is a man, it must first be
known what constitutes a man. Here, as well as elsewhere, I take it, that the “coat must be cut
according to the cloth.” It is not necessary, in order to establish the manhood of any one making the
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claim, to prove that such an one equals Clay in eloquence, or Webster and Calhoun in logical force
and directness; for, tried by such standards of mental power as these, it is apprehended that very
few could claim the high designation of man. Yet something like this folly is seen in the arguments
directed against the humanity of the negro. His faculties and powers, uneducated and unimproved,
have been contrasted with those of the highest cultivation; and the world has then been called upon
to behold the immense and amazing difference between the man admitted, and the man disputed.
The fact that these intellects, so powerful and so controlling, are almost, if not quite as exceptional 8
to the general rule of humanity, in one direction, as the specimen negroes are in the other, is quite
overlooked.

Man is distinguished from all other animals, by the possession of certain definite faculties and
powers, as well as by physical organization and proportions. He is the only two-handed animal
on the earth—the only one that laughs, and nearly the only one that weeps. Men instinctively
distinguish between men and brutes. Common sense itself is scarcely needed to detect the absence
of manhood in a monkey, or to recognize its presence in a negro. His speech, his reason, his power
to acquire and to retain knowledge, his heaven-erected face, his habitudes, his hopes, his fears, his
aspirations, his prophecies, plant between him and the brute creation, a distinction as eternal as it is
palpable. Away, therefore, with all the scientific moonshine that would connect men with monkeys;
that would have the world believe that humanity, instead of resting on its own characteristic pedestal
— gloriously independent — is a sort of sliding scale, making one extreme brother to the ourang-
ou-tang, and the other to angels, and all the rest intermediates! Tried by all the usual, and all the un
usual tests, whether mental, moral, physical, or psycological, the negro is a MAN — considering him
as possessing knowledge, or needing knowledge, his elevation or his degradation, his virtues, or his
vices — whichever road you take, you reach the same conclusion, the negro is a MAN. His good and
his bad, his innocence and his guilt, his joys and his sorrows, 9 proclaim his manhood in speech that
all mankind practically and readily understand.

A very recondite author says, that “man is distinguished from all other animals, in that he resists as
well as adapts himself to his circumstances.” He does not take things as he finds them, but goes to
work to improve them. Tried by this test, too, the negro is a man. You may see him yoke the oxen,
harness the horse and hold the plow. He can swim the river; but he prefers to fling over it a bridge.
The horse bears him on his back — admits his mastery and dominion. The barn-yard fowl know his
step, and flock around to receive their morning meal from his sable hand. The dog dances when he
comes home, and whines piteously when he is absent. All these know that the negro is a MAN. Now,
presuming that what is evident to beast and to bird, cannot need elaborate argument to be made
plain to men, I assume, with this brief statement, that the negro is a man.
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The first claim conceded and settled, let us attend to the second, which is beset with some
difficulties, giving rise to many opinions, different from my own, and which opinions I propose to
combat.

There was a time when, if you established the point that a particular being is a man, it was
considered that such a being, of course, had a common ancestry with the rest of mankind. But
it is not so now. This is, you know, an age of science, and science is favorable to division. It must
explore and analyze, until all doubt is set at rest. There is, therefore, another proposition to be stated
and maintained, separately, which, in other days, (the ‘days before 10 the Notts, the Gliddens, the
Agassiz, and Mortons, made their profound discoveries in ethnological science,) might have been
included in the first.

It is somewhat remarkable, that, at a time when knowledge is so generally diffused, when the
geography of the world is so well understood—when time and space, in the intercourse of nations,
are almost annihilated—when oceans have become bridges — the earth a magnificent hall — the
hollow sky a dome — under which a common humanity can meet in friendly conclave — when
nationalities are being swallowed up — and the ends of the earth brought together — I say it is
remarkable — nay, it is strange that there should arise a phalanx of learned men — speaking in the
name of science — to forbid the magnificent reunion of mankind in one brotherhood. A mortifying
proof is here given, that the moral growth of a nation, or an age, does not always keep pace with the
increase of knowledge, and suggests the necessity of means to increase human love with human
learning.

The proposition to which I allude, and which I mean next to assert, is this, that what are technically
called the negro race, are a part of the human family, and are descended from a common ancestry,
with the rest of mankind. The discussion of this point opens a comprehensive field of inquiry. It
involves the question of the unity of the human race. Much has and can be said on both sides of that
question.

Looking out upon the surface of the Globe, with its varieties of climate, soil, and formations, its
elevations and depressions, its rivers, lakes, oceans, islands, continents, and the vast and striking
differences 11 which mark and diversify its multitudinous inhabitants, the question has been raised,
and pressed with increasing ardor and pertinacity, (especially in modern times,) can all these various
tribes, nations, tongues, kindred, so widely separated, and so strangely dissimilar, have descended
from a common ancestry? That is the question, and it has been answered variously by men of
learning. Different modes of reasoning have been adopted, but the conclusions reached may be
divided into two — the one YES, and the other NO. Which of these answers is most in accordance
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with facts, with reason, with the welfare of the world, and reflects most glory upon the wisdom,
power, and goodness of the Author of all existence, is the question for consideration with us? On
which side is the weight of the argument, rather than which side is absolutely proved?

It must be admitted at the beginning, that, viewed apart from the authority of the Bible, neither the
unity, nor diversity of origin of the human family, can be demonstrated. To use the terse expression
of the Rev. Dr. Anderson, who speaking on this point, says: “It is impossible to get far enough back
for that.” This much, however, can be done. The evidence on both sides, can be accurately weighed,
and the truth arrived at with almost absolute certainty.

It would be interesting, did time permit, to give here, some of the most striking features of the
various theories, which have, of late, gained attention and respect in many quarters of our country
—touching the origin of mankind—but I must pass this by. The argument to-day, is to the unity, as
against that theory, which affirms the diversity of human origin.

12

THE BEARINGS OF THE QUESTION.

A moment's reflection must impress all, that few questions have more important and solemn
bearings, than the one now under consideration. It is connected with eternal as well as with
terrestrial interests. It covers the earth and reaches heaven. The unity of the human race—the
brotherhood of man—the reciprocal duties of all to each, and of each to all, are too plainly taught
in the Bible to admit of cavil.—The credit of the Bible is at stake—and if it be too much to say, that
it must stand or fall, by the decision of this question, it is proper to say, that the value of that sacred
Book—as a record of the early history of mankind—must be materially affected, by the decision of
the question.

For myself I can say, my reason (not less than my feeling, and my faith) welcomes with joy, the
declaration of the Inspired Apostle, “that God has made of one blood all nations of men for to dwell
upon all the face of the earth.” But this grand affirmation of the unity of the human race, and many
others like unto it, together with the whole account of the creation, given in the early scriptures,
must all get a new interpretation or be overthrown altogether, if a diversity of human origin can
be maintained.—Most evidently, this aspect of the question makes it important to those, who rely
upon the Bible, as the sheet anchor of their hopes—and the frame work of all religious truth. The
young minister must look 13 into this subject and settle it for himself, before he ascends the pulpit,
to preach redemption to a fallen race.
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The bearing of the question upon Revelation, is not more marked and decided than its relation to
the situation of things in our country, at this moment. One seventh part of the population of this
country is of negro descent. The land is peopled by what may be called the most dissimilar races on
the globe. The black and the white—the negro and the European—these constitute the American
people—and, in all the likelihoods of the case, they will ever remain the principal inhabitants of
the United States, in some form or other. The European population are greatly in the ascendant
in numbers, wealth and power. They are the rulers of the country—the masters—the Africans,
are the slaves—the proscribed portion of the people—and precisely in proportion as the truth of
human brotherhood gets recognition, will be the freedom and elevation, in this country, of persons
of African descent. In truth, this question is at the bottom of the whole controversy, now going on
between the slaveholders on the one hand, and the abolitionists on the other. It is the same old
question which has divided the selfish, from the philanthropic part of mankind in all ages. It is the
question whether the rights, privileges, and immunities enjoyed by some ought not to be shared and
enjoyed by all.

It is not quite two hundred years ago, when such was the simplicity (I will not now say the pride
and depravity) of the Anglo Saxon inhabitants of the 14 British West Indies, that the learned and
pious Godwin, a missionary to the West Indies, deemed it necessary to write a book, to remove what
he conceived to be the injurious belief that it was sinful in the sight of God to baptize negroes and
Indians. The West Indies have made progress since that time.—God's emancipating angel has broken
the fetters of slavery in those islands, and the praises of the Almighty are now sung by the sable lips
of eight hundred thousand freemen, before deemed only fit for slaves, and to whom even baptismal
and burial rights were denied.

The unassuming work of Godwin may have had some agency in producing this glorious result. One
other remark before entering upon the argument. It may be said, that views and opinions, favoring
the unity of the human family, coming from one of lowly condition, are open to the suspicion, that
“ the wish is father to the thought, ” and so, indeed, it may be.—But let it be also remembered, that
this deduction from the weight of the argument on the one side, is more than counterbalanced by
the pride of race and position arrayed on the other. Indeed, ninety-nine out of every hundred of the
advocates of a diverse origin of the human family in this country, are among those who hold it to
be the privilege of the Anglo-Saxon to enslave and oppress the African—and slaveholders, not a few,
like the Richmond Examiner to which I have referred, have admitted, that the whole argument in
defence of slavery, becomes utterly worthless the moment the African is proved to be equally a man
with the Anglo-Saxon. The 15 temptation, therefore, to read the negro out of the human family is
exceedingly strong, and may account somewhat for the repeated attempts on the part of Southern
pretenders to science, to cast a doubt over the Scriptural account of the origin of mankind. If the
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origin and motives of most works, opposing the doctrine of the unity of the human race, could be
ascertained, it may be doubted whether one such work could boast an honest parentage. Pride
and selfishness, combined with mental power, never want for a theory to justify them—and when
men oppress their fellow-men, the oppressor ever finds, in the character of the oppressed, a full
justification for his oppression. Ignorance and depravity, and the inability to rise from degradation
to civilization and respectability, are the most usual allegations against the oppressed. The evils
most fostered by slavery and oppression, are precisely those which slaveholders and oppressors
would transfer from their system to the inherent character of their victims. Thus the very crimes of
slavery become slavery's best defence. By making the enslaved a character fit only for slavery, they
excuse themselves for refusing to make the slave a freeman. A wholesale method of accomplishing
this result, is to overthrow the instinctive consciousness of the common brotherhood of man. For,
let it be once granted that the human race are of multitudinous origin, naturally different in their
moral, physical, and intellectual capacities, and at once you make plausible a demand for classes,
grades and conditions, for different methods of culture, different moral, political, and religious 16
institutions, and a chance is left for slavery, as a necessary institution. The debates in Congress on
the Nebraska Bill during the past winter, will show how slaveholders have availed themselves of this
doctrine in support of slaveholding. There is no doubt that Messrs. Nott, Glidden, Morton, Smith and
Agassiz were duly consulted by our slavery propagating statesmen.

ETHNOLOGICAL UNFAIRNESS TOWARDS THE NEGRO.

The lawyers tell us that the credit of a witness is always in order. Ignorance, malice or prejudice, may
disqualify a witness, and why not an author? Now, the disposition everywhere evident, among the
class of writers alluded to, to separate the negro race from every intelligent nation and tribe in Africa,
may fairly be regarded as one proof, that they have staked out the ground beforehand, and that they
have aimed to construct a theory in support of a foregone conclusion. The desirableness of isolating
the negro race, and especially of separating them from the various peoples of Northern Africa, is too
plain to need a remark. Such isolation would remove stupendous difficulties in the way of getting the
negro in a favorabĺe attitude for the blows of scientific christendom.

Dr. Samuel George Morton may be referred to as a fair sample of American Ethnologists. His very
able work “ Crania Americana, ” published in Philadelphia in 1839, is widely read in this country.—In
this great work his contempt for negroes, is ever 17 conspicuous. I take him as an illustration of what
had been alleged as true of his class.

The fact that Egypt was one of the earliest abodes of learning and civilization, is as firmly established
as are the everlasting hills, defying, with a calm front the boasted mechanical and architectural skill
of the nineteenth century—smiling serenely on the assaults and the mutations of time, there she
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stands in overshadowing grandeur, riveting the eye and the mind of the modern world—upon her,
in silent and dreamy wonder—Greece and Rome—and through them Europe and America have
received their civilization from the ancient Egyptians. This fact is not denied by any body. But Egypt
is in Africa. Pity that it had not been in Europe, or in Asia, or better still, in America! Another unhappy
circumstance is, that the ancient Egyptians were not white people; but were, undoubtedly, just about
as dark in complexion as many in this country who are considered genuine negroes; and that is
not all, their hair was far from being of that graceful lankness which adorns the fair Anglo Saxon
head. But the next best thing, after these defects, is a positive unlikeness to the negro. Accordingly,
our learned author enters into an elaborate argument to prove that the ancient Egyptians were
totally distinct from the negroes, and to deny all relationship between. Speaking of the “Copts and
Fellahs,” whom every body knows are descendants of the Egyptians, he says, “ The Copts, though
now remarkably distinct from the people that surround them, derive from their remote ancestors some
mixture of Greek, Arabian, and perhaps even 2 18 negro blood. ” Now, mark the description given of
the Egyptians in this same work: “ Complexion brown. The nose is straight, excepting the end, where
it is rounded and wide; the lips are rather thick, and the hair black and curly. ” This description would
certainly seem to make it safe to suppose the presence of “ even negro blood.” A man, in our day,
with brown complexion, “nose rounded and wide, lips thick, hair black and curly,” would, I think, have
no difficulty in getting himself recognized as a negro!!

The same authority tells us that the “Copts are supposed by Neibhur, Denon and others, to be
the descendants of the ancient Egyptians;” and Dr. Morton adds, that it has often been observed
that a strong resemblance may be traced between the Coptic visage and that presented in the,
ancient mummies and statues. Again, he says, the “ Copts can be, at most, but the degenerate remains,
both physically and intellectually, of that mighty people who have claimed the admiration of all ages. ”
Speaking of the Nubians, Dr. Morton says, (page 26,)—

“The hair of the Nubian is thick and black—often curled, either by nature or art, and sometimes
partially frizzled, but never woolly. ”

Again:—

“Although the Nubians occasionally present their national characters unmixed, they generally show
traces of their social intercourse with the Arabs, and even with the negroes.”

The repetition of the adverb here “ even, ” is important, as showing the spirit in which our great
American Ethnologist pursues his work, and what 19 deductions may be justly made from the
value of his researches on that account. In everything touching the negro, Dr. Morton, in his “Crania
Americana,” betrays the same spirit. He thinks that the Sphinx was not the representative of an



The claims of the Negro, ethnologically considered http://www.loc.gov/resource/rbaapc.07900

Egyptian Deity, but was a shrine, worshiped at by the degraded negroes of Egypt; and this fact he
alleges as the secret of the mistake made by Volney, in supposing that the Egyptians were real
negroes. The absurdity of this assertion will be very apparent, in view of the fact that the great
Sphinx in question was the chief of a series, full two miles in length. Our author again repels the
supposition that the Egyptians were related to negroes, by saying there is no mention made of color
by the historian, in relating the martinge of Solomon with Pharaoh's daughter; and with genuine
American feeling, he says, such a circumstance as the marrying of an European monarch with the
daughter of a negro would not have been passed over in silence in our day. This is a sample of the
reasoning of men who reason from prejudice rather than from facts. It assumes that a black skin in
the East excites the same prejudice which we see here in the West. Having denied all relationship
of the negro to the ancient Egyptians, with characteristic American assumption, he says, “It is easy
to prove, that whatever may have been the hue of their skin, they belong to the same race with
ourselves.”

Of course, I do not find fault with Dr. Morton, or any other American, for claiming affinity With
Egyptians. All that goes in that direction belongs to my side of the question, and is really right.

20

The leaning here indicated is natural enough, and may be explained by the fact, that an educated
man in Ireland ceases to bean Irishman; and an intelligent black man is always supposed to have
derived his intelligence from his connection with the white race. To be intelligent is to have one's
negro blood ignored.

There is, however, a very important physiological fact, contradicting this last assumption; and that
fact is, that intellect is uniformly derived from the maternal side. Mulattoes, in this country, may
almost wholly boast of Anglo Saxon male ancestry.

It is the province of prejudice to blind; and scientific writers, not less than others, write to please, as
well as to instruct, and even unconsciously to themselves, (sometimes,) sacrifice what is true to what
is popular. Fashion is not confined to dress; but extends to philosophy as well—and it is fashionable
now, in our land, to exaggerate the differences between the negro and the European. If, for instance,
a phrenologist, or naturalist undertakes to represent in portraits, the differences between the two
races—the negro and the European—he will invariably present the highest type of the European, and
the lowest type of the negro.

The European face is drawn in harmony with the highest ideas of beauty, dignity and intellect.
Features regular and brow after the Websterian mold. The negro, on the other hand, appears
with features distorted, lips exaggerated; forehead depressed—and the whole expression of the
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countenance made to harmonize with the popular idea of negro imbecility 21 and degradation. I
have seen many pictures of negroes and Europeans, in phrenological and ethnological works; and
all, or nearly all, excepting the work of Dr. Prichard, and that other great work, Combs' Constitution
of Man, have been more or less open to this objection. I think I have never seen a single picture in
an American work, designed to give an idea of the mental endowments of the negro, which did any
thing like justice to the subject; nay, that was not infamously distorted. The heads of A. Crummel,
Henry H. Garnet, Sam'l R. Ward, Chas. Lenox Remond, W. J. Wilson, J. W. Penington, J. I. Gaines, M. R.
Delany, J. W. Loguin, J. M. Whitfield, J. C. Holly, and hundreds of others I could mention, are all better
formed, and indicate the presence of intellect more than any pictures I have seen in such works; and
while it must be admitted that there are negroes answering the description given by the American
ethnologists and others, of the negro race, I contend that there is every description of head among
them, ranging from the highest Indoo Caucasian downward. If the very best type of the European is
always presented, I insist that justice, in all such works, demands that the very best type of the negro
should also be taken. The importance of this criticism may not be apparent to all;—to the black man
it is very apparent. He sees the injustice, and writhes under its sting. But to return to Dr. Morton, or
rather to the question of the affinity of the negroes to the Egyptians.

It seems to me that a man might as well deny the affinity of the American to the Englishman, as
to 22 deny such affinity between the negro and the Egyptian. He might make out as many points
of difference, in the case of the one as in that of the other. Especially could this be done, if, like
ethnologists, in given cases, only typical specimens were resorted to. The lean, slender American,
pale and swarthy, if exposed to the sun, wears a very different appearance to the full, round
Englishman, of clear, blonde complexion. One may trace the progress of this difference in the
common portraits of the American Presidents. Just study those faces, beginning with Washington;
and as you come thro' the Jeffersons, the Adamses, and the Madisons, you will find an increasing
bony and wiry appearance about those portraits, & a greater remove from that serene amplitude
which characterises the countenances of the earlier Presidents. I may be mistaken, but I think this
is a correct index of the change going on in the nation at large,—converting Englishmen, Germans,
Irishmen, and Frenchmen, into Americans, and causing them to lose, in a common American
character, all traces of their former distinctive national peculiarities.

AUTHORITIES AS TO THE RESEMBLANCE OF THE EGYPTIANS TO NEGROES.

Now, let us see what the best authorities say, as to the personal appearance of the Egyptians. I think
it will be at once admitted, that while they differ very strongly from the negro, debased and enslaved,
that difference is not greater than may be observed in other quarters of the globe, among people
notoriously belonging to the same variety, 23 the same original stock; in a word, to the same family.
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If it shall be found that the people of Africa have an African character, as general, as well defined,
and as distinct, as have the people of Europe, or the people of Asia, the exceptional differences
among them afford no ground for supposing a difference of race; but, on the contrary, it will be
inferred that the people of Africa constitute one great branch of the human family, whose origin
may be as properly referred to the families of Noah, as can be any other branch of the human
family, from whom they differ. Denon, in his ‘ Travels in Egypt, ’ describes the Egyptians, as of full,
but “delicate and voluptuous forms, countenances sedate and placid, round and soft features, with
eyes long and almond shaped, half shut and languishing, and turned up at the outer angles, as if
habitually fatigued by the light and heat of the sun; cheeks round; thick lips, full and prominent;
mouths large, but cheerful and smiling; complexion dark, ruddy and coppery, and the whole aspect
displaying—as one of the most graphic delineators among modern travelers has observed—the
genuine African character, of which the negro is the exaggerated and extreme representation.” Again,
Prichard says, (page 152,)—

“Herodotus traveled in Egypt, and was, therefore, well acquainted with the people from personal
observation. He does not say anything directly, as to the descriptions of their persons, which were
too well known to the Greeks to need such an account, but his indirect testimony is very strongly
expressed. After mentioning a tradition, that the people of Colchis were a colony from Egypt,
Herodotus says, that ‘there was one fact strongly in favor of this opinion—the Colchians were black
in complexion and woolly haired.’”

24

These are the words by which the complexion and hair of negroes are described. In another passage,
he says that

“The pigeon, said to have fled to Dodona, and to have founded the Oracle, was declared to be black,
and that the meaning of the story was this: The Oracle was, in reality, founded by a female captive
from the Thebaid; she was black, being an Egyptian.” “Other Greek writers,” says Pritchard, “have
expressed themselves in similar terms.”

Those who have mentioned the Egyptians as a swarthy people, according to Prichard, might as well
have applied the term black to them, since they were doubtless of a chocolate color. The same
author brings together the testimony of Eschylus and others as to the color of the ancient Egyptians,
all corresponding, more or less, with the foregoing. Among the most direct testimony educed by
Prichard, is, first that of Volney, who, speaking of the modern Copts, says:

“They have a puffed visage, swollen eyes, flat nose, and thick lips, and bear much resemblance to
mulattoes.”
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Baron Larrey says, in regard to the same people:

“They have projecting cheek bones, dilating nostrils, thick lips, and hair and beard black and crisp. ”

Mr. Ledyard, (whose testimony, says our learned authority, is of the more value, as he had no theory
to support,) says:

“I suspect the Copts to have been the origin of the negro race; the nose and lips correspond with
those of the negro; the hair, wherever I can see it among the people here, is curled, not like that of
the negroes, but like the mulattoes.”

Here I leave our learned authorities, as to the resemblance of the Egyptians to negroes.

It is not in my power, in a discourse of this so:t, to adduce more than a very small part of the
testimony in support of a near relationship between the 25 present enslaved and degraded negroes,
and the ancient highly civilized and wonderfully endowed Egyptians. Sufficient has already been
adduced, to show a marked similarity in regard to features, hair, color, and I doubt not that the
philologist can find equal similarity in the structures of their languages. In view of the foregoing,
while it may not be claimed that the ancient Egyptians were negroes,—viz:—answering, in all
respects, to the nations and tribes ranged under the general appellation, negro; still, it may safely be
affirmed, that a strong affinity and a direct relationship may be claimed by the negro race, to THAT
GRANDEST OF ALL THE NATIONS OF ANTIQUITY, THE BUILDERS OF THE PYRAMIDS.

But there are other evidences of this relationship, more decisive than those alledged in a general
similarity of personal appearance. Language is held to be very important, by the best ethnologists,
in tracing out the remotest affinities of nations, tribes, classes and families. The color of the skin has
sometimes been less enduring than the speech of a people. I speak by authority, and follow in the
footsteps of some of the most learned writers on the natural and ethnological history of man, when
I affirm that one of the most direct and conclusive proofs of the general affinity of Northern African
nations, with those of West, East and South Africa, is found in the general similarity of their language.
The philologist easily discovers, and is able to point out something like the original source of the
multiplied tongues now in use in that yet mysterious quarter of the globe. Dr. R. G. LATHAM, F. R. S.,
corresponding member 26 of the Ethnological Society, New York—in his admirable work, entitled
“Man and his Migrations”—says:

“In the languages of Abyssinia, the Gheez and Tigre admitted, as long as they have been known
at all, to be Semitic, graduate through the Amharic, the Talasha, the Harargi, the Gafat and other
languages, which may be well studied in Dr. Beke's valuable comparative tables, into the Agow
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tongue, unequivocally indigenous to Abyssinia, and through this into the true negro classes. But,
unequivocal as may be the Semitic elements of the Berber, Coptic and Galla, their affinities with the
tongues of Western and Southern Africa are more so. I weigh my words when I say, not equally, but
more; changing the expression, for every foot in advance which can be made towards the Semitic
tongues in one direction, the African philologist can go a yard towards the negro ones in the other.”

In a note, just below this remarkable statement, Dr. Latham says:

“A short table of the Berber and Coptic, as compared with the other African tongues, may be seen
in the Classical Museum of the British Association, for 1846. In the Transactions of the Philological
Society is a grammatical sketch of the Tumali language, by Dr. S. Tutshek of Munich. The Tumali is a
truly negro language, of Kordufan; whilst, in respect to the extent to which its inflections are formed,
by internal changes of vowels and accents, it is fully equal to the Semitic tongues of Palestine and
Arabia.”

This testimony may not serve prejudice, but to me it seems quite sufficient.

SUPERFICIAL OBJECTIONS.

Let us now glance again at the opposition. A volume, on the Natural History of the Human Species,
by Charles Hamilton Smith, quite false in many of its facts, and as mischievous as false, has been
published recently in this country, and will, doubtless, be widely circulated, especially by those to
whom the thought of human brotherhood is abhorrent. This writer says, after mentioning sundry
facts touching the dense and spherical structure of the negro head:

27

“This very structure may influence the erect gait, which occasions the practice common also to the
Ethiopian, or mixed nations, of carrying burdens and light weights, even to a tumbler full of water,
upon the head.”

No doubt this seemed a very sage remark to Mr. Smith, and quite important in fixing a character
to the negro skull, although different to that of Europeans. But if the learned Mr. Smith had stood,
previous to writing it, at our door, (a few days in succession,) he might have seen hundreds of
Germans and of Irish people, not bearing burdens of “ light weight,” but of heavy weight, upon the
same vertical extremity. The carrying of burdens upon the head is as old as Oriental Society; and the
man writes himself a blockhead, who attempts to find in the custom a proof of original difference.
On page 227, the same writer says:
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“The voice of the negroes is feeble and hoarse in the male sex.”

The explanation of this mistake in our author, is found in the fact, that an oppressed people, in
addressing their superiors—perhaps I ought to say, their oppressors—usually assume a minor tone,
as less likely to provoke the charge of intrusiveness. But it is ridiculous to pronounce the voice of the
negro feeble; and the learned ethnologist must be hard pushed, to establish differences, when he
refers to this as one. Mr. Smith further declares, that

“The typical woolly haired races have never discovered an alphabet, framed a grammatical language,
nor made the least step in science or art.”

Now, the man is still living, (or was but a few years since,) among the Mandingoes of the Western
coast of Africa, who has framed an alphabet; and while 28 Mr. Smith may be pardoned for his
ignorance of that fact, as an ethnologist, he is inexcusable for not knowing that the Mpongwe
language, spoken on both sides of the Gaboon River, at Cape Lopez, Cape St. Catharine, and in the
interior, to the distance of two or three hundred miles, is as truly a grammatically framed language
as any extant. I am indebted, for this fact, to Rev. Dr. M. B. Anderson, President of the Rochester
University; and by his leave, here is the Grammar—[holding up the Grammar.] Perhaps, of all the
attempts ever made to disprove the unity of the human family, and to brand the negro with natural
inferiority, the most compendious and barefaced is the book, entitled “ Types of Mankind, ” by Nott
and Glidden. One would be well employed, in a series of Lectures, directed to an exposure of the
unsoundness, if not the wickedness of this work.

THE AFRICAN RACE BUT ONE PEOPLE.

But I must hasten. Having shown that the people of Africa are, probably, one people; that each
tribe bears an intimate relation to other tribes and nations in that quarter of the globe, and that
the Egyptians may have flung off the different tribes seen there at different times, as implied by the
evident relations of their language, and by other similarities; it can hardly be deemed unreasonable
to suppose, that the African branch of the human species—from the once highly civilized Egyptian
to the barbarians on the banks of the Niger—may claim brotherhood with the great family of Noah,
spreading over the more Northern and Eastern parts of the globe. I 29 will now proceed to consider
those physical peculiarities of form, features, hair and color, which are supposed by some men
to mark the African, not only as an inferior race, but as a distinct species, naturally and originally
different from the rest of mankind, and as really to place him nearer to the brute than to man.

THE EFFECT OF CIRCUMSTANCES UPON THE PHYSICAL MAN.
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I may remark, just here, that it is impossible, even were it desirable, in a discourse like this, to attend
to the anatomical and physiological argument connected with this part of the subject. I am not
equal to that, and if I were, the occasion does not require it. The form of the negro —[I use the term
negro, precisely in the sense that you use the term Anglo Saxon; and I believe, too, that the former
will one day be as illustrious as the latter]—has often been the subject of remark. His flat feet, long
arms, high cheek bones and retreating forehead, are especially dwelt upon, to his disparagement,
and just as if there were no white people with precisely the same peculiarities. I think it will ever
be found, that the well or ill condition of any part of mankind, will leave its mark on the physical
as well as on the intellectual part of man. A hundred instances might be cited, of whole families
who have degenerated, and others who have improved in personal appearance, by a change of
circumstances. A man is worked upon by what he works on. He may carve out his circumstances, but
his circumstances will carve him out as 30 well. I told a boot maker, in New Castle upon Tyne, that
I had been a plantation slave. He said I must pardon him; but he could not believe it; no plantation
laborer ever had a high instep. He said he had noticed, that the coal heavers and work people in low
condition, had, for the most part, flat feet, and that he could tell, by the shape of the feet, whether
a man's parents were in high or low condition. The thing was worth a thought, and I have thought
of it, and have looked around me for facts. There is some truth in it; though there are exceptions, in
individual cases.

The day I landed in Ireland, nine years ago, I addressed, (in company with Father Spratt, and that
good man who has been recently made the subject of bitter attack; I allude to the philanthropic
James Haughton, of Dublin,) a large meeting of the common people of Ireland, on temperance.
Never did human faces tell a sadder tale. More than five thousand were assembled; and I say,
with no wish to wound the feelings of any Irishman, that these people lacked only a black skin and
woolly hair, to complete their likeness to the plantation negro. The open, uneducated mouth—the
long, gaunt arm—the badly formed foot and ankle—the shuffling gait—the retreating forehead
and vacant expression—and, their petty quarrels and fights—all reminded me of the plantation,
and my own cruelly abused people. Yet, that is the land of Grattan, of Curran, of O'Connell, and of
Sheridan. Now, while what I have said is true of the common people, the fact is, there are no more
really handsome people in the 31 world, than the educated Irish people. The Irishman educated, is
a model gentleman; the Irishman ignorant and degraded, compares in form and feature, with the
negro!

I am stating facts. If you go into Southern Indiana, you will see what climate and habit can do,
even in one generation. The man may have come from New England, but his hard features, sallow
complexion, have left little of New England on his brow. The right arm of the blacksmith is said to be
larger and stronger than his left. The ship carpenter is at forty round shouldered. The shoemaker
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carries the marks of his trade. One locality becomes famous for one thing, another for another.
Manchester and Lowell, in America, Manchester and Sheffield, in England, attest this. But what
does it all prove? Why, nothing positively, as to the main point; still, it raises the inquiry—May
not the condition of men explain their various appearances? Need we go behind the vicissitudes
of barbarism for an explanation of the gaunt, wiry, ape like appearance of some of the genuine
negroes? Need we look higher than a vertical sun, or lower than the damp, black soil of the Niger,
the Gambia, the Senegal, with their heavy and enervating miasma, rising ever from the rank growing
and decaying vegetation, for an explanation of the negro's color? If a cause, full and adequate, can
be found here, why seek further?

The eminent Dr. Latham, already quoted, says that nine tenths of the white population of the
globe are found between 30 and 65 degrees North latitude. 32 Only about one fifth of all the
inhabitants of the globe are white; and they are as far from the Adamic complexion as is the negro.
The remainder are— what? Ranging all the way from the brunette to jet black. There are the red, the
reddish copper color, the yellowish, the dark brown, the chocolate color, and so on, to the jet black.
On the mountains on the North of Africa, where water freezes in winter at times, branches of the
same people who are black in the valley are white on the mountains. The Nubian, with his beautiful
curly hair, finds it becoming frizzled, crisped, and even woolly, as he approaches the great Sahara.
The Portuguese, white in Europe, is brown in Asia. The Jews, who are to be found in all countries,
never intermarrying, are white in Europe, brown in Asia, and black in Africa. Again, what does it all
prove? Nothing, absolutely; nothing which places the question beyond dispute; but it does justify the
conjecture before referred to, that Outward circumstances may have something to do with modifying
the various phases of humanity; and that color itself is at the control of the world's climate and its
various concomitants. It is the sun that paints the peach—and may it not be, that he paints the man
as well? My reading, on this point, however, as well as my own observation, have convinced me,
that from the beginning the Almighty, within certain limits, endowed mankind with organizations
capable of countless variations in form, feature and color, without having it necessary to begin a new
creation for every new variety. A powerful argument in favor of the oneness of 33 the human family,
is afforded in the fact that nations, however dissimilar, may be united in one social state, not only
without detriment to each other, but, most clearly, to the advancement of human welfare, happiness
and perfection. While it is clearly proved, on the other hand, that those nations freest from foreign
elements, present the most evident marks of deterioration. Dr. James McCune Smith, himself a
colored man, a gentleman and scholar, alledges—and not without excellent reason—that this, our
own great nation, so distinguished for industry and enterprise, is largely indebted to its composite
character. We all know, at any rate, that now, what constitutes the very heart of the civilized world—(I
allude to England)—has only risen from barbarism to its present lofty eminence, through successive
invasions and alliances with her people. The Medes and Persians constituted one of the mightiest
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empires that ever rocked the globe. The most terrible nation which now threatens the peace of
the world to make its will the law of Europe, is a grand piece of Mosaic work, in which almost every
nation has its characteristic feature, from the wild Tartar to the refined Pole.

But, gentlemen, the time fails me, and I must bring these remarks to a close. My argument has
swelled beyond its appointed measure. What I intended to make special, has become, in its progress,
somewhat general. I meant to speak here to-day, for the lonely and the despised ones, with whom
I was cradled, and with whom I have suffered; and now, gentlemen, in conclusion, what if all 3
34 this reasoning be unsound? What if the negro may not be able to prove his relationship to
Nubians, Abysinians and Egyptians? What if ingenious men are able to find plausible objections to
all arguments maintaining the oneness of the human race? What, after all, if they are able to show
very good reasons for believing the negro to have been created precisely as we find him on the
Gold Coast—along the Senegal and the Niger—I say, what of all this?—“ A man's a man for a' that. ” I
sincerely believe, that the weight of the argument is in favor of the unity of origin of the human race,
or species—that the arguments on the other side are partial, superficial, utterly subversive of the
happiness of man, and insulting to the wisdom of God. Yet, what if we grant they are not so? What,
if we grant that the case, on our part, is not made out? Does it follow, that the negro should be held
in contempt? Does it follow, that to enslave and imbrute him is either just or wise? I think not. Human
rights stand upon a common basis; and by all the reason that they are supported, maintained and
defended, for one variety of the human family, they are supported, maintained and defended for
all the human family; because all mankind have the same wants, arising out of a common nature.
A diverse origin does not disprove a common nature, nor does it disprove a united destiny. The
essential characteristics of humanity are everywhere the same. In the language of the eloquent
Curran, “No matter what complexion, whether an Indian or an African sun has burnt upon him,” his
title deed to freedom, his claim to life and to liberty, 35 to knowledge and to civilization, to society
and to Christianity, are just and perfect. It is registered in the Courts of Heaven, and is enforced by
the eloquence of the God of all the earth.

I have said that the negro and white man are likely ever to remain the principal inhabitants of this
country. I repeat the statement now, to submit the reasons that support it. The blacks can disappear
from the face of the country by three ways. They may be colonized,—they may be exterminated,
—or, they may die out. Colonization is out of the question; for I know not what hardships the laws
of the land can impose, which can induce the colored citizen to leave his native soil. He was here
in its infancy; he is here in its age. Two hundred years have passed over him, his tears and blood
have been mixed with the soil, and his attachment to the place of his birth is stronger than iron. It is
not probable that he will be exterminated; two considerations must prevent a crime so stupendous
as that—the influence of Christianity on the one hand, and the power of self interest on the other;
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and, in regard to their dying out, the statistics of the country afford no encouragement for such a
conjecture. The history of the negro race proves them to be wonderfully adapted to all countries,
all climates, and all conditions. Their tenacity of life, their powers of endurance, their maleable
toughness, would almost imply especial interposition on their behalf. The ten thousand horrors
of slavery, striking hard upon the sensitive soul, have bruised, and battered, and stung, but have
not killed. The poor bondman lifts 36 a smiling face above the surface of a sea of agonies, hoping
on, hoping ever. His tawny brother, the Indian, dies, under the flashing glance of the Anglo Saxon.
Not so the negro; civilization cannot kill him. He accepts it—becomes a part of it. In the Church, he
is an Uncle Tom; in the State, he is the most abused and least offensive. All the facts in his history
mark out for him a destiny, united to America and Americans. Now, whether this population shall,
by Freedom, Industry, Virtue and Intelligence, be made a blessing to the country and the world,
or whether their multiplied wrongs shall kindle the vengeance of an offended God, will depend
upon the conduct of no class of men so much as upon the Scholars of the country. The future
public opinion of the land, whether anti-slavery or pro slavery, whether just or unjust, whether
magnanimous or mean, must redound to the honor of the Scholars of the country or cover them
with shame. There is but one safe road for nations or for individuals. The fate of a wicked man
and of a wicked nation is the same. The flaming sword of offended justice falls as certainly upon
the nation as upon the man. God has no children whose rights may be safely trampled upon. The
sparrow may not fall to the ground without the notice of his eye, and men are more than sparrows.

Now, gentlemen, I have done. The subject is before you. I shall not undertake to make the
application. I speak as unto wise men. I stand in the presence of Scholars. We have met here to-
day from vastly different points in the world's condition. I have reached here—if you will pardon the
egotism—by little short of a miracle; at any rate, by dint of some application and perseverance. Born,
as I was, in obscurity, a stranger to the halls of learning, environed by ignorance, degradation, and
their concomitants, from birth to manhood, I do not feel at liberty to mark out, with any degree of
confidence, or dogmatism, what is the precise vocation of the Scholar. Yet, this I can say, as a denizen
of the world, and as a citizen of a country rolling in the sin and shame of Slavery, the most flagrant
and scandalous that ever saw the sun, “Whatsoever things are true, whatsoever things are honest,
whatsoever things are just, whatsoever things are pure, whatsoever things are lovely, whatsoever
things are of good report, if there be any virtue, and if there be any praise, think on these things.”


